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DETAILED ACTION 

The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the abstract needs to me 
on a separate page by itself. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or In public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1, 2, 8, 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Hait (US Patent No. 4,664,373). 

Halt discloses a training device comprising a handle (upper portion of 51 
including 14), element 16 is considered as a head, element 12 is considered as a hollow 
reservoir, as shown on Fig. 2 the head and the handle are removable. Please note that 
examiner is giving the broadest reasonable interpretation of the claims as set forth in 
MPEP 904.01(a). Apparatus claims must be structurally distinguishable from the prior 
art. SEE MPEP 21114. 

Claims 1, 2, 3, 8, 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Van Derworp et al. (US Patent No. 4,743,016). 

Van discloses a training device comprising a handle (20), element 20 is 
considered as a head, element 20 is considered as a hollow reservoir, as shown on Fig. 
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5, the head and the handle are removable. Please note that examiner is giving the 
broadest reasonable interpretation of the claims as set forth in MPEP 904.01(a). 
Apparatus claims must be structurally distinguishable from the prior art. SEE MPEP 
21114. 

Claims 1, 2, 8, 9, 10, and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Boland (US Patent No. 6,102,810). 

Boland discloses a training device comprising a handle, element 14 Is the head, 
element 12 is considered as a hollow reservoir, as shown on Fig. 2 the head and the 
handle are considered as being removable from the reservoir. Element 30 is a strap. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mable (US Patent No. 5,527,038) in view of Dirksing et al. (US Patent No. 4,819,935). 

Mabie discloses a golf device comprising a handle (1 1), a head (13), and a 
hollow reservoir (14). However Mabie fail to teach the head and the handle to be 
removable. The device also fails to provide threaded features. However, these features 
that lack form Mabie are not new in training devices. Dirksing is one reference that 
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teaches them (for example see Fig. 5). Thus it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to provide the Mabie device with heads and handles that are 
removable and with threaded features in order to provide an adjustable training device 
that is easy to manufacture. 

Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
reference as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Stewart (US Patent No. 
4,588,191). 

The references as disclosed above fail to teach the use of strap. However the 
use of strap is not new and Stewart is one reference that teaches it (see Figs. 2-3). 
Thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the Mabie 
device to in include strap so that the conventional club that is used in the device could 
be used in a regular golf game by easily removing the practice weight element. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nini Legesse whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
4412. The examiner can normally be reached on 9 AM - 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor. Gene Kim can be reached on (571 ) 272-4463. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding tine status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated Information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Mini Legesse/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 371 1 



